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JUN 1 7 1991 
June 14, 1991 COURT OF APPEALS 
Mary T. Noonan, Clerk 
Utah Court of Appeals 
230 South 500 East, #400 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Re: Richins v. Chipman 
Case No. 90-0134-CA 
Dear Ms. Noonan: 
Pursuant to Rule 24(j), Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure, you are advised of the 
following pertinent authorities which have come to my attention since the filing of briefs 
in the above matter: 
Anderson v. American Society of Plastic and Reconstructive Surgeons, 807 P.2d 
825 (Utah 1990), rehearing denied Feb. 6, 1991. This case is crucial to the argument 
presented in Point I of Appellants' Reply Brief and to the question of jurisdiction of the 
court to consider the motions for relief from judgment which is the essence of this case. 
That case holds that, in determining jurisdiction, if the court does not hold an 
evidentiary hearing and proceeds on the basis of affidavits or documents alone, the 
"plaintiff s factual allegations are accepted as true unless specifically controverted by the 
defendant's affidavits or by depositions, but any disputes in the documentary evidence 
are resolved in the plaintiffs favor." "[T]he plaintiff is only required to make a prima 
facie showing of personal jurisdiction." (at 827). That principle would apply to the 
moving party-appellants, in this case. 
Workman v. Nagle Construction, Inc., 802 P.2d 749 (Utah App. 1990). That case 
is instructive on the arguments in Point I of Appellants' Brief as to what is a reasonable 
time within which to bring a motion under Rule 60(b). (See specifically pp.33-34 of 
Appellants' Brief). It also bears on the question of setting aside a void judgment which 
is discussed in Points I A, C, D, and F of Appellants' Brief. That case holds that a 
motion to set aside a judgment filed fifteen months after the judgment was entered was 
filed within a reasonable time, that the judgment was void and that, in the case of a 
void judgment, the court has no discretion but must set aside the judgment. 
Mary T. Noonan, Clerk 
Utah Court of Appeals 
June 14, 1991 
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Thank you for bringing these matters to the court's attention. This case is set for 
hearing on June 18, 1991. 
Yours truly, 
BACKMAN, CLARK & MARSH 
Ralph J. Marsh 
RJM/rm 
cc: James R. Brown 
George A. Hunt 
